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Various experimental evidences given by a twenty-year-old female of extremely 
high eidetic ability shows that eidetic imagery is possessed of the constructive character. 
The word "constructive" means not only the fact that different features from the 
original stimulus appear in the image, but also, more positively speaking, that eidetic 
imagery has an aspect of being constructed likewise any other ordinary memory 
imagery. In this regard, it deserves emphasis that an eidetic image belongs to 
"imagery" and that it should not be construed merely as a photographic image, that 
is, an accurate copy of the original stimulus, or as a photographic memory, that is, an 
accurate retention of the original stimulus in visual memory. The importance of 
spontaneous eidetic imagery method, and the mechanism how constructive features 
appear in eidetic imagery, as well as some considerations on experimental findings, 
are discussed. 
INTRODUCTION 
Eidetic imagery is generally defined as "especially clear and detailed visual images 
of things previously seen, sometimes even months after the actual viewing of them" 
(Wolman, 1973), or as "vivid visual images of specific objects that are not present 
in actuality are 'seen' by the subject (usually a child) ... " (Eysenck, Arnold & Meili, 
1972), or as "Erinnerungen von einer Klarheit und Deutlichkeit, wie sie sonst nur fur 
die direkte Wahrnehmung characteristisch sind" (Arnold, Eysenck, and Meili, 1971). 
Definitions of these sorts seem to be insufficient and improper, if an eidetic image should 
be construed as a photographic image, that is, an accurate copy of the original stimulus, 
or as a photographic memory, that is, an accurate retention of the original stimulus in 
visual memory.1 For example, Allport (1924), based upon the experimental findings 
by the researchers of the Marburg School and Allport himself, points out that 
eidetic images are by no means photographic, because of their "flexibility" - they 
frequently undergo extensively unconscious and voluntary alterations - and of their 
frequent incompleteness in contents. 
However, the following description of Allport seems to be noteworthy: " ... with 
all its flexibility and occasional incompleteness, the eidetic image for the gifted child 
has a capacity for mirroring detail in a sense far more literal than is the case in the 
1. Eidetic imagery is described, even in recently published textbooks, for example, as "a 
photographically clear image" (Krech, Crutchfield & Livson, 1969, p. 355) or "a photo-
graphic memory" (Morgan & King, 1975, p. 175). 
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richest of memory-image" (1924, p. 104). By "in a sense" he certainly means a 
matter of "degree," but it cannot be denied that he regards eidetic ability as "a capacity 
for mirroring detail." As is represented by Allport, investigators of eidetic imagery 
have been well acquainted with the flexibility and incompleteness in eidetic phenomena. 
But, they have not thoroughly deliberated these features, nor have they positively 
evaluated them. Rather, since an eidetic image provides an external-characterized 
image of intensive vividness, it has been regarded as a capacity for copying detail. 
Those features of flexibility and incompleteness in eidetic imagery should be set on 
much value as the evidences showing that an eidetic image is possessed of constructive 
character. The word "constructive" means not only the fact that different features 
from the original stimulus appear in the image, but also, more positively speaking, that 
an eidetic image has an aspect of being constructed likewise any other ordinary memory 
image. Thus it is not a mere copy of the original stimulus, nor a mere revival of the 
original perceptual experience. The hypothesis discussed here corresponds with 
Oswald's (1962): "the possession of eidetic imagery conferred no special immunity 
from those constructive features so prominent in descriptive recall by persons posses-
sing less vivid imagery," (p. 81) or "all images are constructions" (p. 81). 
In "Dictionary of Psychology" edited by Warren (1934), eidetic imagery is defined 
as "a clear image (usually visual) which possesses an external or perceptual character, 
though generally recognized as subjective." The essence of eidetic imagery is precisely 
stated here, though the definition is related a little too simply. As my hypothesis on 
the subject fundamentally agree with this definition, it is adopted in this paper. 
The following three points are dealt with in this paper: (a) presentation of experi-
mental evidences which indicate some constructive character of eidetic imagery, (b) 
some considerations on experimental results, and (c) an assumption on the mechanism 
how constructive features appear in eidetic imagery. 
EXPERIMENTS 
Experimental evidences which distinctly show the constructive character of 
eidetic imagery, are to be presented. They were chosen out of the various experimental 
results on the eidetic images. 
Subject: A twenty-year-old female (Y.K.) who possesses extremely clear eidetic 
imagery and was also introduced in the preceding paper (Hatakeyama, 1974). 
Methods: All the experiments were made under the following conditions unless 
otherwise noted. (a) Both of the stimulus card and the projection card were 20 cm by 
12.5. (b) The projection card was white; the stimulus cards were two silhouette and 
two colored pictures (cf. Fig. 2-.A, 3-.A). (c) In the experiments of spontaneous eidetic 
images which are not based on the preceding stimulus presentations, the subject 
visualized images on the projection card, holding it in her hands. In the ordinary 
eidetic imagery experiments, S held both cards together, a stimulus card over the 
projection card, and after viewing the former for a definite period, S projected an 
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image on the latter, exchanging the position of the two cards. In both cases, the 
distance between the card and her eyes was decided as she pleased. (d) Each stimulus 
was presented for 15 sec, and the image was observed for 3 min or more, which was 
managed at the discretion of E. (e) A tape recorder was used at need in order to 
transcript the voices of both Sand E. Besides the verbal reports, S was requested, in 
case of necessity, to draw an image she saw on a piece of reporting paper with a pencil. 
In addition, S could give a signal by tapping on the desk with her right-hand forefinger, 
everytime an image appeared on the card or it changed in its shape. 
§ 1. Spontaneous Eidetic I mages Which are not Based on the Stimulus Presentation 
It is known that eidetic imagery may arise spontaneously (cf. Allport, 1924; 
Kluver, 1967). The Marburg 8chool utilized the eidetic images' spontaneous 
appearance as a criterion of the B-type. In the case of the B-type, according to 
Kluver (1967), "the eidetic image is often nothing but a visualized idea projected into 
perceived space. .. He can, without any effort, produce eidetic images and, at pleasure, 
vanish them; he can do this without a preceding presentation of a stimulus ... " (p. 711). 
A spontaneous eidetic image is to be regarded as an eidetic person's memory image 
or as imagination image which is projected in front of his eyes for a certain period. 
Therefore, such an eidetic image is expected to possess the constructive character of 
an ordinary image. The succeeding facts are sure to support the assumption discussed 
here. 
i) As was reported in the previous article (1974), S visualized vivid eidetic images 
inside of the circle drawn on the projection card, at any time when "color names," 
such as blue, red, yellow and green, were given to her. There were some cases, among 
these images, when an abstracted image appeared, of which content could not be identi-
fied, or when part of the image was discrepant with the original object which the image 
had indicated.2 
(Example 1) The color name "yellow" was given to S: An image of a traffic signal 
appeared, though only a yellow lamp was seen, and red and green lamps were not visualized 
in the imagined signal but sensed vividly in her head. The position of the red and green 
lamps "sensed" on the imagined signal was contrary to the actual, but S did not recognize 
such an error. 
(Example 2) "Green" was given to S: A "mark of two-leaf bud" appeared." In the actual 
mark, one leaf is painted green and the other yellow, while in the image, one was green and 
the other light green. 
(Example 3) "Yellow" was given to S: An over-abstracted shape of something like a harp 
appeared, but S herself could hardly identify it. 
ii) When 8 was asked to visualize herself "a small concrete object" on a projec-
tion screen of 50 cm by 40, which was fixed 50 cm off in front of her eyes, the visualized 
image underwent alterations in some part. 
2. See Hatakeyama (1974, pp. 103-107) for the particulars. 
3. The mark is bounded in Japan to be sticked on an automobile driven by a beginner driver, in 
order to notify it to other drivers. 
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(Example 4) The image of her own wrist-watch had neither a dial plate nor a screw. The 
hands of the watch indicated the time about 7 :52. 
(Example 5) In the image of a compact, the inside mirror, which could not be seen from 
the outside in actual case, was also visualized. Moreover, the shape of the mirror was round, 
though her own compact had a square mirror. 
(Example 6) The image of the lock which was put on the door of her room, was differed 
from the memory of the actual one; another features were added in the image. 
iii) The figures visualized in the examination of calling up an appointed 
"geometrical figures," such as regular square, quadrilateral, triangle and circle, are to 
be regarded as constructions. They are unreasonable to be referred to her original 
visual experiences of the same figures. 
iv) A "bicycle" shown in Fig. 1 was produced on the projection card. (S drew it 
minutely, modeling after the image.) It can be recognized as a bicycle, but such a 
bicycle cannot be ridden. 
v) The spontaneous eidetic images introduced above were, except in the case of 
ii), all evoked on the 20 cm by 12.5 projection card; especially in i), images were 
produced inside a circle of 2 cm or 5 cm in diameter. Such minimizing is nothing 
but a kind of constructing. 
Fig. 1 A "bicycle" which was evoked spontaneously. 
§ II. Eidetic I mages Elicited from Stimulus Presentation 
Eidetic images resulted from the preceding stimulus presentation gave S a 
confidence that they were literally accurate copies of their original figures. The 
following evidences, however, show the constructive character of eidetic images. 
i) An eidetic image developed fairly quickly, after a stimulus picture was 
removed, but all the details of the stimulus did not appear at a time. In the fading 
process of the image, too, different part faded at its own rate. Further, the maintenance 
of the image was much dependent on S's will, and in most cases, S could turn off 
the image by terminating paying attention. 
ii) The part to which S paid attention appeared especially clearly in the image. 
Furthermore, S could produce only the image of the specific part, and the other to 
which S gave no attention did not appear at all in the image. 
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(Example 7) After 8 gave attention only to the sparrows in the colored picture of 
"Sparrows' School" taken from books for children (Fig. 2-A), neither the nest nor the twigs 
which held the nest appeared in the image. 
iii) Stimulus cards of two silhouette and two colored pictures had a blank space 
around the picture (cf. Fig. 2-A, 3-A). Eidetic images of them, however, were all enlarged 
inside of the projection card. Moreover, black outer flames drawn in the silhouette 
pictures would not appear in the images. 
iv) There were instances where some new features, which stimulus pictures did not 
originally contain, were added to the images. 
(Example 8) In the eidetic image evoked from the silhouette picture of "Evening Glow in 
Autumn," 8 received an impression that 8U8Uki (euralias or Japanese pampas-grasses) were 
withering, or some dragonflies were moving far and near in the image, though they did not 
shift their positions up and down nor from side to side. 
(Example 9) In the image from a colored picture shown in Fig. 3-A, stalks of tulips, 
which were originally drawn in black lines alone, were seen green and a little thicker. 
v) In the instances where images lacked certain part, which were resulted from 
her paying no attention to that part in the preceding observing period, such part was 
not left entirely blank but suffused as some kind of ground in the image. 
(Example 10) There were instances where sparrows did not appear in the image of 
"Sparrows' School." The places where they had occupied in the original picture were not 
blanks, but yellow color of the nest covered the whole nest. 
(Example 11) When 8 gave attention mainly to the upper part of the stimulus picture of 
"Evening Glow in Autumn," the dark part of the ground, which occupied about one-third of 
the original picture, was pushed up to the half height of the projection card in the image. 
vi) When some specific stimulus cards, in which a colored square of 5 cm by 5 
was sticked in the center of the white or gray cards of 20 cm by 12.5, were used, S 
showed very interesting responses. 
(Example 12) Stimulus of a red square sticked on the white card was presented for 5 
sec. After the stimulus was removed, the red square was reflected on the projection card for 
about 2 sec, but suddenly it unexpectedly changed at a blow: the shape was crushed into a 
lozenge-shaped pattern and the color turned into light blue. (8 reported afterwards how she 
had been surprised at the event: "I had no chance to make a signal, for both of the shape and 
the color altered so forcingly.") After about 10 sec, the lozenge was rimmed with yellow border 
lines. From that moment, the shape became hardly recognized and the color became faint, and 
then disappeared at 1 min 37 sec. Then 8 made an effort to produce a red square image 
again and it appeared at length at 2 min 46 sec. 
In the second trial, a blue square on the white card was used. The moment the stimulus 
was removed, a blue square image appeared, but instantly a yellow one replaced it. After about 
12 sec, the yellow square turned into greenish - 8 had an impression that yellow and blue 
colors were mixed up - and immediately the blue square image appeared again. This lasted 
for the whole period without changing its shape and color. 
In the third trial, an orange square was presented and the same color image appeared. 
A course of the above-mentioned process represents a dynamics between the "after-
image" process and the "eidetic image" process. In other words, the eidetic process 
is not a mere photographical or mirroring process. Some considerablly constructive 
"agency" would be found in the process. 
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(Example 13) On the following days after the experimentation mentioned above had 
done, there were many instances where the chromatic relation of the original stimulus pattern 
was exchanged in the eidetic image; that is, the square was imagined neutral (which was the 
color of the background in the original stimulus) and the surrounding part was imagined colored 
(which was the color of the square). (Stimulus was presented for 30 sec or 1 sec-20 msec. 4 ) 
However, under the condition that the stimulus was presented for 20 msec, such a response would 
not occur: seven out of eight were same-color responses and the rest was regarded as comple-
mentary-color response. When the surfaces with complex patterns utilized in §IV were used as 
projection surfaces, too, only the same-colored square images as the originals were produced. 
Such curious responses that chromatic relation of the original stimulus' figure-
ground was exchanged in the eidetic images are nothing but full constructions. They 
were considered to have been influenced by the very shocking experiences that the 
images' colors had been different from the originals, as was shown in Example 12. It 
is interesting that such curious responses disappeared when the stimulus was presented 
for 20 msec, and when the projection surface of complicated pattern was used. 
§ III. Eidetic I mages Reproduced after a Lapse of Time 
Eidetic images reproduced after a lapse of time revealed an exceedingly con-
structive character. 
i) It took much time before the images were produced. These images did not 
develop quickly but part of them tended to appear little by little. 
(Example 14) The condition was that S should report images one by one whenever their part 
appeared. When S was asked to reproduce the images of the two pictures on the following day, 
some part of the images emerged in about 10 sec, and when to reproduce the image of one picture 
after nine days, part of it appeared in 37 sec. 5 Then, in both cases, another part began to 
appear gradually and it took her about 5 min to imagine almost all the part together. There 
was occasionally some part which did not go all the way, among the contents once emerged in 
the image. 
ii) There were some part which did not come in at all. The images seem to have 
been evoked selectively in a considerable degree. The very missing part emerged, 
when S was required to produce that part, or when S herself intended to produce 
some specific part. 
(Example 15) In the eidetic image of the "Sparrows' School" evoked on the following day, 
the sparrows did not emerge and the nest was empty. 
(Example 16) In the next trial of Example 15, when S attempted to produce the nest 
only, the sparrows came in, too, and no more than the nest and the sparrows appeared. 
iii) Details of the image were indistinct. As time went by, the image became 
more indistinct. 
(Example 17) In the evocation of the "Sparrows' School" after nine days, there were some 
vague part; for example, the teacher sparrow's trousers were not clear, leaves did not show 
4. A tachistoscope was used for stimulus presentations shorter than 1 sec. 
5. In the latter case, two more factors seem to have influenced her; one, this was the first 
testing on that day, and the other, a stomach ache prevented her from concentrating her 
attention on the experiment. 
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their shapes clearly (only the greenish color was seen there and the leaves could not be counted), 
etc. 
iv) There were some instances where motions appeared in the image. 
(Example IS) In the image of one silhouette picture evoked on the following day, a flag on 
the house-top of the building in the original picture, was seen fluttering. 
(Example 19) When the "Sparrows' School" was evoked on the following day, the 
sparrows were moving about inside the nest, bobbing their heads; at the same time S sensed 
them peeping. S could not count the number of the sparrows. Soon (2 min passed), the 
sparrows became quiet as if they were given a command "Be seated!" They were eight in all, 
and were still bobbing their heads. Before long (5 and a half min passed), the sparrows, all 
walking, crept up the nest and got out it. They walked on the blank part of the projection 
card and finally disappeared one by one at the border of the card. Only the empty nest was 
left in the image. 
v) There were some cases where divergences occurred between the eidetic image 
and the memory contents of the original stimulus picture. The case of iv) mentioned 
above corresponds to this case, and ii) and iii) correspond to this or to the next case 
of vi). 
(Example 20) In the image of the "Sparrows' School" evoked nine days later: sparrows 
decreased in number; the five-staffs did not appear on the blackboard; the sparrows had nothing 
in their hands; the teacher sparrow's watch did not come in; only the yellow cardboards 
appeared, the other colors not; there was not a chalk eraser, etc. 
vi) There were instances where a discrepancy between the image and the 
stimulus picture was not recognized by S, as her memory contents had been altered. 
(Example 21) In the successive testing after Example 20, such a divergence had not been 
noticed until the image was compared with the original picture. The image was enlarged 
to the whole surface; colors of the blackboard, the hand of the chalk eraser, sparrows' books, 
and the twig which held the nest, were all different from the originals; the twig did not fork 
into two and had stripes on it; leaves were vague. 
§ IV. Eidetic Images Projected on the Surfaces with Oomplicated Patterns 
When the projection cards with complex stimulative designs, such as patterns of 
chiyogami (rice-paper with colored figures) and black-and-white striped pattern, were 
used, it was clearly indicated that eidetic images were constructions. 
i) When S was required to evoke spontaneous eidetic images of unrestricted 
contents directly on such projection surfaces, some kind of qualities of the pattern took 
on a new meaning and were utilized very well. That is, images were constructed in 
close association with the features of the surfaces. In all cases, images were produced 
within 10 sec. 
(Example 22) Fig. 2-B was used as the projection surface. When 7 sec passed, trans-
lucent water came up to the height of about 3.5 cm. At 44 sec, three piles appeared and 
reflected waveringly on the water. At I min 55 sec, a swan emerged. Its bin looked vividly 
red. It was seen stroking with its red webs. 
In this image, the figures of the projection card were utilized as river walls, and the 
scene of the river side where a swan was swimming was constructed. 
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(Example 23) A white-and-indigo fine-checkered pattern was used. When 5 sec passed, 
an image of a night time street in the falling snow emerged. In the image, street lamps 
brightly emitting yellow light, shining dark road (light was reflecting on the wet road as the 
snow melted), rows of white houses on the both sides of the road, and two white cars (8 had an 
impression that she was riding on one of them), were included. 
In this case, white part of the checkers were perceived as snow falling, and 
indigo part, as the darkness of night. Moreover, both of the white and indigo parts 
were utilized for some other contents. 
ii) When the eidetic image produced from picture stimulus was projected on these 
complex projection surfaces, specific stimulative appearances of the surfaces brought 
about alteration in the image, such as distortion of its shapes and change of the 
disposition of its contents. 
(Example 24) The eidetic image of the "Sparrows' School" (Fig. 2-A) was projected upon 
the diaper pattern (Fig. 2-B). As the image was seriously affected by the projection surface, 8 
perceived distortion in the image from the very beginning. As the distortion of the contents is 
roughly shown in Fig. 2-0, the image was constructed drastically. The face of the teacher 
sparrow was crushed, corresponding to a diaper pattern, and he was distorted about three 
times taller than he really was. Pupil sparrows were also re-arranged in such a manner that 
they were filled into their respective diamond shapes. The blackboard looked longer and 
extremely narrow, between two horizontal lines of the surface's pattern, and so forth. The 
nest was not so clearly seen. The leaves were inconspicuous. 
(Example 25) The eidetic image of a colored picture "A Duck" shown in Fig. 3-A (Morsh 
& Abbott, 1945, p. 57) was projected on the black-and-white striped pattern of Fig. 3-B. 8 
perceived the white stripes wider, as is shown in Fig. 3-0. Two tulips were put squeezingly in 
their respective white stripes. As for the duck, S was firmly confident that it did not undergo 
any alteration except that it was enlarged a little, and that it was seen in the white stripes 
and never in the black. However, when the image was compared with the original stimulus 
picture to certify it at the time of 3 min 35 sec after the removal of the stimulus, S then 
perceived distortions of the shapes in the image for the first time. (8 expressed how much she 
had been surprised.) In the image, duck's head looked larger, its neck half shorter, and its 
whole body looked stumpy. 
§ V. Eidetic Images Evoked from Oomplex and Abstract Stimulus Figures 
Experiments were made with the complex and highly abstract stimulus of 
Ohinese-character-like-pattern shown in Fig. 4-A, and with the complicatedly arranged 
numeral-pattern (twenty numerals were drawn in blue, red, yellow or green, and scat-
tered to various directions). In each case, the eidetic image was far from a complete 
copy or reproduction of the original stimulus, and it revealed extremely constructive 
features. 
(Example 26) Fig. 4-A was presented for 15 sec. 8 did not perceive the stimulus as 
letters from the start. In the eidetic image, shown in Fig. 4-B, the whole white projection 
surface was dyed vermilion, and only a few parts of the stimulus contents appeared confusedly 
in white color. 
(Example 27) 8 was required to trace the same stimulus figure slowly with her eyes through 
(it took her 1 min 45 sec). Shown in Fig. 4-0, the whole projection surface was dyed 
vermilion and the pattern appeared in black color. The arrangement was better-regulated and 
far more part of the stimulus came out than in Example 26. But all the details of the character-
like-pattern did not emerge. The emerged part underwent alterations and each of the part 
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A) Stimulus picture of "Sparrows' School." 
(Colored. The background was white.) 
B) Projection surface of diaper pattern. 
0) Rough drawing of the eidetic image of 
A) projected on B) . 
Fig. 2 An alteration of an eidetic image by 
the projection surface of diaper pattern. 
A) Stimulus figure of "A Duck" (Morsh & 
Abbott, 1945, p. 57). (Colored. The 
background was white.) 
B) Projection surface of black-and-white 
striped pattern. 
0) Rough drawing of the edietic image of 
A) projected on B). (8 recognized the 
white stripes of B) wider than black.) 
Fig. 3 An alteration of an eidetic image by 
the projection surface of black-and-white 
striped pattern. 
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A) Stimulus figure of Chinese-character-like-
pattern. (White character-pattern on a ver-
milion ground. The background was white.) 
B) Eidetic image when A) was presented for 
15 sec. (The whole white projection surface 
was dyed vermilion, and only a few part 
of the stimulus pattern appeared in white 
color.) 
C) Eidetic image when 8 was required to 
trace A) slowly with her eyes through. 
(The whole projection surface was dyed 
vermilion, and the pattern appeared in 
black color.) 
Fig. 4 Eidetic images of a complex and highly 
abstract stimulus of Chinese-character-
like-pattern. 
lacked unity with other part. The entire 
image did not appear at a time, but some 
restricted part, to which 8 directed her 
eyes on the projection surface, was 
visualized, and as she shifted her eyes, 
the very part appeared. (8 was required 
to report while drawing the image. It 
took her 8 min 45 sec.) 
DISCUSSION 
The results mentioned above gIve 
sufficient evidences that constructive 
features can be found in eidetic ima-
gery. Eidetic images are constructed 
likewise ordinal memory images, so 
that any eidetic image should not be 
considered as a mere copy of the original 
stimulus, nor as an accurate revival of 
the previously perceived experience. 
As was shown in § I, eidetic images 
S evoked, without relying on the preced-
ing stimulus presentations, were pos-
sessed of the constructive character, 
evidently. This fact gives a proof to 
the hypothesis that any spontaneous 
eidetic image. is an eidetiker's memory 
image or imagination image which is 
projected for a certain period in front 
of his eyes. However, we cannot ignore 
the subject's motivation to evoke images 
and his will to maintain them. The 
task motivation - S was supposed to 
form an image on the frontal projection 
surface in the spontaneous eidetic image 
experiment - possibly made her vis-
ualize images of more constructive 
character. 
This "spontaneous eidetic imagery" 
method is important, especially because 
it is expected to hold the key to remove 
the misunderstanding that an eidetic 
image is an accurate copy of the original 
stimulus. There is not any stimulus to 
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be copied in the case of spontaneous eidetic imagery; thus it cannot be produced without 
the process of construction. Since such a spontaneous image is never inferior to eidetic 
image elicited from a preceding presentation of a stimulus in the respect of vividness 
and clearness, this method would reveal the essential qualities of eidetic imagery: that 
is, eidetic imagery is a vivid visual image, possessed of an external character, scanned 
with eyes, and recognized as subjective. Thus it is basically in error to always 
suppose a preceding stimulus presentation to produce an eidetic image, or to regard it 
as an accurate copy or an accurate retention of the original stimulus. 
As to § II, among the various important findings, the case of vi), where a colored 
square sticked in the center of a neutral card was used as a stimulus figure, particularly 
attracts our attention. In this case, there were very interesting responses that repres-
ented a dynamics between the "after-image" process and the "eidetic image" process, 
and were such curious responses as chromatic relation of the original stimulus' figure-
ground was exchanged in the eidetic image. Accordingly, eidetic imagery is supposed 
not to be a mere photographically copied image of the original stimulus, but to be a 
constructed one from the prototype for the sensory substance provided by the primary 
perception. 
As was shown in §III, eidetic images reproduced after a certain lapse of time had 
much more constructive character, which coincides with Richardson's conclusion that 
"little has been reported concerning the accuracy of those later reconstructions" (1969, 
p. 31). The appearance of the remarkably constructive character in the recovered 
eidetic image after a lapse of time, is not necessarily derived from an alteration in 
the memory contents themselves. Some discrepancies between memory contents and 
eidetic image's contents were noticed on sevral occasions. Therefore, if we can 
recognize the later reconstructed eidetic image as a projected memory image, we 
can also consider that memory and memory imagery do not necessarily correspond with 
each other, or that memory imagery does not always go with memory, both of which 
being independent of each other. Memory imagery can develop without a restriction 
by memory contents. It is a matter of course that there are instances where a 
discrepancy between the eidetic image and its original stimulus cannot be perceived, if 
the memory contents themselves have undergone alterations and become ambiguous. 
Those facts shown in § IV tell evidently that eidetic images are constructions. 
Here, the confidence S had is to be under consideration. The subject YK, especially 
while examined by stimulus presentations, had every confidence that all the details of 
the original stimulus figure were visualized in the image literally as they were. While 
she was reporting her images verbally or drawing them with a pencil, she was always 
doing decisively, without any hesitation. Example 25, however, shows distinctly that 
"eidetic ... images may enable people to recall the past not more accurately but more 
vividly and confidently" (Doob, 1965, p. 22). Fig. 3-0 was a roughly outlined drawing 
which S described at the request of E. When S was asked to sketch the image ac-
curately as she perceived, S answered instantly that it was beyond her ability to 
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draw it precisely. This fact indicates that S could not sketch the images exactly as 
she perceived, though she had a confidence that they looked clear and accurate. 
Eidetic images, therefore, should not be copies of the original stimuli. In this 
connection, Oswald (1957) and Leask, Haber & Haber (1969) reported that eidetic 
persons' visual memory was not superior to the non-eidetics. 
The facts presented in § V suggest that eidetic images are far from the accurate 
copies or reproductions of the original stimuli. Haber (1969) and Leask, Haber & 
Haber (1969) also reported the fact that merely poor and inaccurate images emerged by 
observing over-informational stimuli. 
Now, how can we reason the mechanism that constructive features appear In 
eidetic imagery? 
Oonsiderations on the essential nature of "imagery" are to offer one suggestion to 
this problem. Oswald (1962), for instance, states: "all images are constructions," (p. 
81) or "perception of an image involves a constructive and not a reproductive 
response in which data stored from past experience are utilized" (p. 87). Piaget & 
Inhelder (1963), referring to the mechanism of imagery, advocate that imagery is never 
a direct extension of perception but contains the motor character or an element of 
motor activity, though it has quasi-sensory character and is referable to the figurative 
aspect of cognitive function. Since, according to them, the formation of imagery 
relies on motor reproduction, at least in its outline, imagery is an active reconstruction 
expressing itself through the necessary intervention of motor activity. Among 
eidetic imagery, spontaneous eidetic images as well as those reproduced after a lapse 
of time, are evoked under the similar conditions as ordinary memory imagery. 
Therefore, similar mechanism as in the case of ordinary imagery is supposed to bring 
the constructive character in eidetic imagery. 
The second suggestion is to be given by the fact that, in the case of "perception," 
too, the "copy theory" was denied a long time ago. It is not altogether unreasonable 
to expect that a "perceptual impression" from a presented stimulus is, in a sense, 
"being constructed." Therefore, an eidetic image elicited after the removal of a 
precedingly presented stimulus is possibly to develop the constructive features, partly 
due to this "perceptual impression" which has already constructed, and partly due to 
the participation of imagery process which has begun to act more lively because the 
stimulus has no longer been in front of the eyes. We cannot suppose, therefore, as 
Richardson (1969) does, that eidetic imagery is "after effects following exposure to 
a stimulus," nor can we suppose that "eidetic imagery which is dependent upon the 
stimulus to a slightly lesser extent may be characterized as .. subject to somewhat 
more control than the after-image" (p. 127). 
Well, Piaget & Inhelder (1963) say in addition that one might well ask whether 
the very existence of eidetic imagery and hallucination does not contradict their 
conception of the mechanism of imagery (pp. 71-72). The experimental findings 
adopted in this paper show clearly that eidetic imagery is possessed of the very con-
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structive character. Since the "imagery" process is likely to play a principal role in 
the appearance of such constructive features, Piaget & Inhelder's conception of imagery 
is within the bounds of possibility to be applicable to eidetic imagery. 
In conclusion it remains to be asked whether the conception advocated in this 
paper can be applied to whole eidetic imagery. Marburg researchers once classified the 
variegatedly appeared eidetic imagery into two groups: B-type, which resembles the 
memory imagery and to which eidetic images of my subject YK show a strong tendency, 
and T-type, which resembles the after-image. Of the two, the T-type is supposed to 
be possessed of the "copying" character, assuming that the pure T-type exist actually, 
that an after-image is a completely accurate copy of the original stimulus, and that the 
images in T-type remains positive in color. However, Jaensch (1930) finally regarded 
the B-type as the basic or original type of eidetic imagery, T-type rather exceptional 
or abnormal one. Moreover, the pure T-type is said to be scarcely found out, and in 
T-type the color of the image to be negative. Recently, Doob (1972) conjectured that 
the eidetic images of the "incredible" subject of Stromeyer & Psotka (1970) must fall 
closer to after-images, though Doob himself recognized this subject's eidetic images 
also apparently controlable. Therefore, the conception would adjust to whole eidetic 
imagery. 
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